
Any physician not familiar with the facts would be more
than likely to infer from your remarks that this law does not
in any way affect business written outside of New York State.
I presume it was far from your intention to convey such an

implication, as you are doubtless aware of the following facts:
1. The companies organized and operating under the laws of

New York State must comply with the law limiting the ex¬

pense of procuring new business. These limitations apply to
the entire business of the company, whether written in New
York, Oregon, or Central Asia.

2. The companies organized and operating under the laws of
other states will not be permitted to enter and to do business
in New York State except under limitations identical with
those imposed on the New York companies.

The American Medical Association, in appointing a commit¬
tee to investigate the life insurance situation in advance of
passing final judgment on the matter, acted with characteristic
dignity and restraint. As your admirable journal is the organ
and mouthpiece of the Association, and has assumed the re¬

sponsibility of molding the opinions of the medical profession
on these questions, I am sure you will desire to correct a mis¬
leading editorial allusion to a matter of such pivotal impor¬
tance as the New York insurance law.

Eugene L. Fisk, M.D.
Medical Director.

[Our correspondent evidently labors under the apprehension
that our readers do not know that the New York law affects
all companies that operate in New York, whether New York
companies or not, and we hardly thought it necessary to em¬

phasize this point. There are insurance companies—and many
of them—which are still paying the old flat rate of $5.00, and
which are doing business in New York.—Ed.j

District Branches of the American Medical Association.
Nashville, Tenn., Aug. 14, 1906.

To the Editor:\p=m-\Since I learned of the intention on the part
of the profession of Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma, Arkansas
and Texas to organize the Southwestern District Branch of the
American Medical Association, I have been waiting to see if
some one else would not give expression to the opinion that
such organizations should be effected immediately all over the
United States. Two weeks ago I introduced the discussion of
this matter at the meeting of the Nashville Academy of Med-
icine, and found that every member present viewed the matter
as I do. They emphasized their desire for such an organiza-
tion in our territory by the creation of a committee, consist-
ing of Dr. A. B. Cooke of this city and the undersigned, to
undertake the work at once. We have called a meeting for
this purpose to be held in Chattanooga October 2, at 9 a. m., in
the Read House. This meeting is called for the same time as
the meeting of the Tri-State Medical Association. It is my
opinion that the Tri-State Association will be glad to trans¬
form itself at once into the larger body, which would be named
either the Southern District Branch of the  .  .  ., or the
Southeastern District Branch, probably the former. The states
expected to send representatives to this meeting are Kentucky,
Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, Florida, Mississippi and Louis¬
iana. It is not improbable that Kentucky will wish to join
the states immediately north of her, in preference to becoming
» member of the Southern District Branch. The truth under¬
lying the necessity for these district branches is very clearly
expressed in the communication of Dr. F. H. Clark in the
August 4 issue of The Journal as follows: "Because of the
natural limitations of the state association on the one hand,
and the magnitude of the American Medical Association on
the other." It must be a fact recognized by every one that
the sections of the A. M. A. have grown to be so large that
the opportunity for presenting papers, and even of discussing
papers, has become very small, especially as concerns the
younger members of the profession. If for no other reason,
the district branches should be brought into existence, but of
course the meetings of these district branches should be held,
as provided for already in the constitution, in the fall of the
year, or in the early winter, so as never to interfere in the
least with the annual sessions of the A. M. A.

In this communication I do not propose to do the thinking
for the profession in the various states of the union, but I do
propose to make some suggestions that will put them to
thinking.

1. The following states are already combined in the forma¬
tion of the Southwestern District Branch, namely, Kansas.
Missouri, Arkansas, Oklahoma and Texas.

2. The following states will constitute, in the near future,
the Southern District Branch of the  .  .  ., namely, Ten¬
nessee, Georgia, Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, and
probably Kentucky.

3. Would it not be well for the following states to organize
the Southeastern District Branch, namely, South Carolina.
North Carolina, Virginia, District of Columbia, Maryland, Del¬
aware and Pennsylvania ?

4. How would this do for the Eastern District Branch: New
Jersey, New York, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Vermont, New
Hampshire, Maine and Massachusetts?

5. How would this do for the Northern District Branch:
West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan—and Ken
tucky, should she prefer this union to the other mentioned
above ?

6. How would this do for the Northwest Central District
Branch: Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, North Da
kota and South Dakota?

7. This for the Northwestern District Branch: Montana.
Wyoming, Idaho, Washington and Oregon?

8. This for the Western District Branch: Colorado, New
Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Nevada and California?

These several districts would be sufficiently large for fur¬
nishing a body of medical men that could be divided into sec¬
tions for scientific work, but the sections of course should not
be so numerous as those of the A. M. A. I would suggest
that the following sections would be sufficiently numerous:
First, Section on Practice of Medicine, Obstetrics and Diseases
of Children, allowing that the practice of medicine should in¬
clude nervous, mental and cutaneous diseases; second, Section
on Surgery and Gynecology; third, Section on Ophthalmology,
Otology and Laryngology; fourth, Section on Anatomy, Physi¬
ology and Pathology. Therapeutics would naturally fall in
the first section.

I trust that if this communication does nothing more, it will
at least put the profession to thinking in the direction pointed
out. It is presented only in the spirit of suggestion, and not of
dictation. G. C. Savage.

The Attacks on the American Medical Association.The Attacks on the American Medical Association.
Detroit, Aug. 1, 1906.

To the Editor:\p=m-\Intraveling I meet many members of our
Association and hear a good deal of criticism of the manage-
ment, which pains me very much, and obliges me to defend
the organization, and where there is so much talk there must
be some cause for it. I also read in the journals a good deal
of criticism, and can readily see how it is caused. Undoubtedly
a great deal comes from the manufacturers who are financially
injured by being exposed; the other comes from the independent
journals who resent the statement that there is no use for
their existence. In the case of the manufacturers, few will
defend them, and I think everybody believes that the good
work should go on and be amplified if necessary. As far as
the independent journals are concerned, I certainly think there
is a place for them. First, there is a place for the various
special journals, then there is a place for local medical journals;
in fact, I believe every journal, no matter how small, has some
good in it and reaches some physician and helps him, and thui
does good. Their value may be limited, but still every one
does some good. Some think there are too many medical so¬
cieties; still I believe not. Each one reaches some members
that others do not, and thus raises these members up.

The whole thing, it seems to me, is a lack of tact on the
part of those in charge of the organization. Take for instance,
the Report of the Board of Trustees, as it is published
in The Journal of June 16, which is all right, being read
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îimply in abstract, but there is no reason why it should
not be printed more in detail. A few pages more of printing
matter costs very little more. For instance, the salary list.
Why should it not be given in detail; why not state that the
Secretary gets $10,000 a year? He certainly earns it. I think
he earns twice as much. The members might just as well
know it. Why should they not? The expenses of the organizer
should be given in detail. He certainly earns it; in fact, the
services he renders to the Association is worth five times as
much.

I can readily see how the resolution to appoint a committee
to investigate the financial condition was opposed by the
Trustees, who thought it was a reflection on the management.
They have the books investigated by an expert once or twice
a year, and always select a different man. They know the
books are all right, but the trouble is that the members do not
know that. If they would, such a resolution would probably
not be offered. If I were a Trustee I would not give any mem¬
ber a chance to offer such a resolution. I would offer it my¬
self and I would insist that the greatest kickers should be
put on that committee. That would cure them and then they
would see that everything was all right, of which no member
really has a doubt. Still, when such a resolution is objected
to, it makes a man suspicious, and they ask why should any¬
body object to that? The Good Book says you must not only
avoid evil, but the very appearance of evil. This a good
doctrine.

It is just so with the new medical directory. Why could it
not be stated exactly what was paid for the list bought by the
Association and all the details? Speaking of the medical
directory, that will cost probably $75,000 to get it tip. With
money received from a limited number of advertisements, the
price ought to be reduced to about $2.00, and then every mem¬
ber of the Association will get one. At the most it should not
Ost more than $3.00.

It is such a simple thing. If all these things were known
by the members there would be less criticism. The other point
is the finances. The Association is growing, has a big income.
We do not need to accumulate money. Why, for instance,
ihould not every person who writes an article receive, say,
100 reprints free of charge as a good many medical journals
lo ? If a man wants more he can pay for them and they ought
to be given to him at the lowest possible figure or cost price.
Why should the bound volume of the Sections cost $1.00 to the
members, when the original cost is only about one-third?
Why should we accumulate money'in bonds and stocks? It is
good to have a property of our own, the finest press, and
facilities to turn out a good journal, but let us stop there.
We may say we want a new building and a larger one. If
we do need one, we can put up one, but do it in such a way,
that from rents there will be enough to pay the interest on
the building and to accumulate a sinking fund that will pay
for it in twenty-five or fifty years. Why should the present
members pay all that and leave the future generation a val¬
uable property without any efforts of their own? We should
be willing to do our share, but we do not need to do everything.

In fact, as the membership grows and the subscription list
increases we ought to try and reduce the number of advertise¬
ments. We ought to have a journal with virtually no adver¬
tisements, and those we have should be charged a good price
(just as they have been in the past) ; decrease the number and
increase the price.

If I should be mistaken about one or the other little point, I
hope the Trustees will correct me, but all around I simply
want to say: Be more open and specific in your statements.
Do not resent every little inquiry made, but just jolly them along.
Let the independent medical journals alone. Do not charge
members more than the actual cost for whatever they get.Devote more money to the chemical and research laboratory,
and to establishing of a complete medical library, and give
a most perfect review of every medical journal published in
the world. That seems to me, should be our constant endeavor.
Do not let us quarrel about such little things, but stick
together for the good of the race.

J. H. Carstens.

The above letter was forwarded to Dr. T. J. Happel who
sends the following reply:

Trenton, Tenn., Aug. 8, 1906.
To the Editor:\p=m-\Nothingis more unpleasant to me than a

controversy, for life is too short to quarrel over the little
things. I have read Dr. Carstens' letter, and I regret that he
has felt called on to notice the criticisms made by others in
regard to the management of the affairs of the Association;
yet to notice them in such a way that did one not know that
he was a friend of the Association and ready at all times to
uphold it, he would be considered as one of the elect who was

sitting in judgment on these questions. These criticisms seem
to be confined to certain localities where there are perhaps
medical men who feel that they are better qualified to edit
The Journal and to manage the affairs of the Association
than is now being done. In various ways I come in contact
with many physicians, and I have yet to find the first one,
except the few disgruntled ones who were at the Boston
session, who complain of the management. The criticisms
on the part of the various physicians spoken of in almost every
case could be referred to "a sore toe," or some other like cause

of irritation.
The independent medical journals owned by physicians are

usually run for profit alone, and of course the war made on
unethical advertising hurts their "toe." They claim not to
want to publish unethical advertisements, and yet they con¬
tinue to do so for the money which they receive, and their
opposition is due to the fact -that The Journal has shown up
the fraudulent nature of chese advertisements. If they cut
out these advertisements they lose money, hence they complain.
but they make their journal better. There is a place for all
ethically conducted private journals, and instead of The Jour
nal,  .  .  ., injuring them, it is an indirect benefit to them,
for as The Journal's rate of advertising is proportioned to
its circulation, the private journal will get much that Thh
Journal can not get. Some of these journals are doing noble
work, and the House of Delegates was outspokea on this sub
ject at Boston.

While the journals already mentioned are to be commended,
there are many journals sent out by and in the interest
of the manufacturing chemists to laud their own products.
Such as these can not be handled decently in an article limited
in space, and hence, they must be ignored.

The state journals are rapidly becoming essentials in well
organized medical associations. They furnish state and county
medical news—reporting the proceedings of the state and
county medical societies. Of course this might lessen the
amount of free material for the private journals, but the
private journal has no right to complain of this.

Manufacturers of some of the proprietary medicines com¬

plain because the worthlessness of many of their product.«
has been shown up through the work of the Council on Phar¬
macy and Chemistry of the A. M. A. I agree with the Rev.
Sam Jones in cases of such complaints, when he says that "if
you throw a brick into a crowd you can tell who has been hit,
because he always makes an outcry." Those who are complain¬
ing most loudly are the ones who have put on the market the
worst drugs, and who may have come in contact with the
"Pure Food Bill" passed by the last Congress.

However, I would have nothing to say in answer to Dr
Carstens' letter had it not been for the insinuations against the
Board of Trustees. He says that there is a lack of tact on

their part in the management of the affairs of the Associa¬
tion, and illustrates this by a reference to the report of
the Board of Trustees, which he says was read "simply in ab¬
stract" (of course he means in the House of Delegates). Dr.
Carstens knows, or should know, and if he was not in the House
at the time the report was called for, then his friend, Dr.  . O
Walker, should have informed him, that before the report of the
Board of Trustees was read, at the request of the chairman of
the board, when the report was called for, instead of being read
at the morning session, a copy of the report was given every
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